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that by the same right it might be at all times in a Lord
Chancellor's power reverse, defeat, evert and substitute all the
elections and persons elected over all the realm. Neither
thought we that the judges' opinion, which yet in due place we
greatly reverence, being delivered what the common law was,
which extends only to inferior and standing courts, ought to
bring any prejudice to this high court of parliament, whose
power being above the law is not founded on the common law,
but have their rights and privileges peculiar to themselves . ..
Wherein, though we suppose the wrong done to be most
apparent and extremely prejudicial for the rights and liberties
of this realm, yet such and so great was our willingness, to
please your Majesty as to yield to a middle course proposed by
your Highness, preserving only our privileges by voluntary
cessions of the lawful right . . .                                   " "

In the deliverv^jL&uiJL Shirley our proceedings were long;
our defence of them shall be brief. We had to do with a man,
the "Warden of the Fleet, so intractable and of so resolved
obstinacy, as that nothing we could do, no, not your Majesty's
royal word for confirmation thereof, could satisfy him for his
own security. This was the cause of the length of that
business; our privileges were so shaken before and so ex-
tremely vilified, as that we held it not fit, in so unseasonable
a time and against so mean a subject, to seek our right by any
other course of lawyer by'any strength than, by our own.

The Bishop of Bristol's book was injurious and grievous to us,
being written expressly with contempt of the parliament and of
both the Houses in the highest degree. . . . These wrongs were
to the dignity of our JELouse and privileges.

Touching the causes appertaining to State and Church, true it
is we were long in treating and debating the matter of Union.
The propositions were new, the importance great, the con-
sequence far-reaching and not discoverable but by long disputes
. . . For matter of religion, it will appear, by examination of
truth and right, that your Majesty should be misinformed, if
any man should deliver that the kings of England have any
absolute power in themselves, either to alter religion (which
God defend should be in the power of any mortal man what-
soever) or to make any laws concerning the same, otherwise than